
Ma r c h  19, 2002 L B  479

TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE CLERK OF THE LEGISLATURE
Transcriber's Office

ELQQR PEBAIE

Hudkins, and I feel that t his is a situa t i o n  w h e r e  the physical 
lands c a p e  has c h anged to s u c h  an extent t h at  it does not make 
sense for us to commit at this m o m e n t  in t ime to s e veral m i l l i o n  
d o l l a r s  more in e x penditures at th e  state level u n t i l  we have 
re s o l v e d  the b u d g e t  crisis in front of us. W e  are in a 
situa t i o n  w h e r e  w e ' r e  c u t t i n g  b a c k  o n  state agencies, w e ' r e  
c u t t i n g  b a c k  on local gove r n m e n t s  some more, w e ' r e  c u tting back 
on aid to individuals. W e ' r e  c u t t i n g  b a c k  e v e r y w h e r e  and you 
w ill soon see this a f t e r n o o n  th e  lobby f i l l e d  w i t h  all of the 
p e o p l e  wh o  are u n h a p p y  about th e  cuts t h a t  h a v e  b e e n  made, and 
I'm sure m a n y  of yo u  are u n h a p p y  w i t h  som e of th e  cuts that were 
made. Bu t  I do n ' t  u n d e r s t a n d  h o w  th e  p u b l i c  is go i n g  to 
u n d e r s t a n d  h o w  th e  state is, at the time t h a t  it's d o i n g  all of 
this, go i n g  to i ncrease its b u d g e t  b y  several m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  a 
y e a r . It just is somet h i n g  t h a t  ne e d s  t o  be p u t  off and 
c o n s idered n e x t  year and th e  y ear after, and at s uch times when 
t here is a real i s t i c  p o s s i b i l i t y  t hat w e  m i g h t  pu t  f u nding into 
this measure. Now, t he c o m m i t t e e  ame nd m e n t  p u t s  th e  effective 
d a te  off until J uly 2003; also expands the t ime f rom 48 hours to 
72 hours. Obviously, t he c o m m i t t e e  was t r y i n g  to a c c ommodate 
this and I a p p r eciate that. B u t  p u t t i n g  th e  e f f e c t i v e  d a t e  off 
till July of 2003 is n ot g o i n g  to r e solve th e  p r o b l e m  in this 
case and, in m y  opinion, I h a v e  always felt t hat t hat w as bad 
public p o l i c y  to pu t  the e f f e c t i v e  date of A b i l l s  off for a 
y e ar  or two so t hat  you did n ' t  h ave to c o m p e t e  w i t h  those things 
t h at  we re  there for f u nding t h i s  year. W e  u s e d  to d o  that from 
t i me  to time bu t  it's v e r y  b a d  policy, b e c a u s e  in a wa y  w h a t  it 
d oes is it p uts one of t he last bills on this yea r ' s  legislative 
p r i o r i t y  list, yo u  know, a b ill that can't c o m p e t e  w i t h  the 
other bi l l s  for f u nding in t his p a r t i c u l a r  year, w h a t  it does is 
t a k e  that last b ill for t his legi s l a t i v e  session, p uts it into 
s t a tute and, therefore, it b e comes t h e  first priority,
effectively, in a future legi s l a t i v e  session. Bu t  t h i n k  about 
that. Shou l d  y o u  take a way f rom a futu r e  L e g i s l a t u r e  the
a b i l i t y  to pu t  t his matter in th e  pool of things to be funded
an d  to con s i d e r  it again in t hat future year a m o n g  other things 
to b e  funded? S h o u l d  y ou pu t  a bill that could no t  c o mpete this 
y ear first on th e  list for s ome future year and b i n d  that
Legislature, for all pract i c a l  purposes, to f u n d i n g  it? I think 
t hat makes n o  sense and is b a d  l e g islative policy. If we can't 
f und it in this biennium, we s h o u l d  no t  f u n d  it and it should


